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TRANSLATORS ' NOTE

1- The? "Student Supporters of the 'Unity or
Communist Mil itants' -Britain" accepts full
responsibility for the translations of the
works; of the Unity of Communist Militants.

2- The programme of the U.C.M. , published in
English in March 1982, is issue No .

2

of the
present translation series. Unfortunately
this fact was not indicated on the cover
of the work at the time of publication.

3- We request our readers to send us their
comments on the quality of the translations
and thus help us tc correct the mistakes
that may have occurred

.

Student Supporters of the
'Unity of Communist Militant:
Britain,

January 1903

Anarchd'Pacifism:
Peykar with the Wooden Sword!

/

The rapid turn in the political situa-
tion which the outbreak of war caused , placed
on the agenda of the communist movement the
correct assessment of the new conditions and
the determination of those methods, slogans
and forms of political activity which would
adapt the tactical policy of the proletariat
to these new conditions. But the communist
movement, in encountering this turn, showed
once more and for the umpteenth time that
without a firm theoretical foundation, without
a proletarian programme and tactical policy,
it would bow down and reveal its weakness
before such turns which disrupt all the acro-
batic equations of the different tendencies
[existing] between Marxism and populism. The
various tendencies within the movement pend-
encies which we have also said previously,
arrive in their programmatic views at a single
reformist origin and make grounds therefrom
in the two forms of opportunism and anarcho-
syndicalism, have [now] emerged in newer forms
in the face of the question of war and in
putting forward their tactics. The two new
forms of deviations in whose context these
tendencies have now appeared are social

-

chauvinism and anarcho-pacif ism. Without
struggling against these deviations, without
extensively exposing the ant i-Marxist bases
of these deviations, our communist movement

* I.e., "Struggle with the Wooden Sword". The
title is also a reference to the Organisa-
tion of Peykar (Struggle) on the Path to
Emancipate the Working Class -Ed.
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will not be able to adopt a truly proletarian
policy for the creation of the independent
rank of the proletariat and thereby for the
organisation of the revolutionary front
against the certain assault of the bourgeois-
imperialist counter-revolution which the
present war is an emphatic warning of. Here,
we deal particularly with the deviation of
the Organisation of Peykar which, in contrast
to many other currents which have arrived at
social -chauvinism in the extension of their
opportunism, has at least this advantage that
it shows its "good intention of being socia-
ist" by the attempt to remain faithful to
the theory of Marxism.

This time and against "this sharp turn"
Peykar has expressly resolved on taking up a
Bolshevik tactic - or in reality, it should
be said, the tactic of the Bolsheviks - and
to do this, it is inevitably led to the theory
of imperialist wars in order that it can
justify its arbitrary tactic of "turning the
reactionary war into a civil war" . Peykar is
not aware that tactic cannot be taken up
arbitrarily and only he can acquire a Bolshevik
tactic who has been able to base his -tactical
policy on the fundamental realities concerning
the mutual relationships between the prole-
tariat and the bourgeoisie at this stage of
the revolution and in this definite historical
juncture; and who, by assessing every new
political situation and the peculiarities of
any given moment, poses and adopts this tac-
tical policy in the form of definite tactics
which correspond to the conditions and pecu-
liarities of that political situation* That
how Peykar has not been able to consider the
fundamental realities in the mutual relation-
ships between the proletariat and the bour-
geoisie and has inevitably been drawn into
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oscillation between anarchism and pacifism in
assessing the new conditions and in putting
forward the tactic for these conditions, and
how it has been drawn to breach a series of
the principles of communist tactics, such as
the theory of uprising, revolutionary situa-
tion, etc., is a matter which must be examined
in detail. But first we discuss the more
fundamental errors - more fundamental theo-
retically - which Peykar has exhibited, while
assessing the new conditions, in trivial is ing
the Marxist method of concrete analysis of a
concrete war, and also the confusion it has
displayed by its lack of understanding of the
imperialist relations.

1- TRIVIALISATION OF THE MARXIST METHOD OF
CONCRETE ANALYSIS OF A CONCRETE WAR .

"War is the continuation of policy by
violent means". Peykar has been repeating
and repeats uninterruptedly this thesis which
Marxists apply for presenting their theoreti-
cal views on war and on the attitude to every
concrete war, and mobilises at its forefront
an army of quotations from Lenin in order to
convince the reader that it has given a
concrete analysis of the present war. And
this is the outcome of Peykar * s attempt

:

"Thus, the purpose of the reactionary
Ba'ath and Islamic Republic regimes is,
in addition to their expansionist inten-
tions, the suppression of revolution
and the deviation of the minds of the
masses of workers , peasants and other
toilers from the "internal" question to
a "national" enemy. This is the policy
to which not only the above regimes,
but also the Shah's regime and all the
reactionary regimes throughout history
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have resorted ." ( Peykar f s Manifesto,
Supplement to No. 73, last paragraph
from the section entitled "Iran-Iraq
war has a reactionary nature" .Our emphasi

Peykar is not aware that precisely be-
cause of the very reason which it itself men-
tions, i.e., because the policy whose continu-
ation it sees as the Iran-Iraq war "is the
policy to which all the reactionary
regimes throughout history have resorted", it
has failed and evades the concrete analysis
of this concrete war and has carticaturized
the thesis "war is the continuation of policy"
The fact that all the reactionary wars
"throughout history" have been the continua-
tion of the "reactionary policies and past
conflicts between the two countries''' (Peykar,
leaflet No. 98), "the continuation of policies
and the past antagonism between the two
regimes the policy and the antagonism
which have clear historical backgrounds and
identity" (Supplement to Peykar 75) , "the
continuation of fratricide, the continuation
of false propaganda of both sides"
(Supplement to Peykar 75) , and briefly the
continuation of the brawlings of two regimes,
two countries, two ruling classes in two
countries, two Khans, Sultans and so on, and
that the war itself is the definite point at
which the brawlings of the sides have become
so acute that by confronting one another at
that definite point the crackling of powder
and gun, and the clanking noise of swords is
heared and from that point onwards the "con-
flicts", "antagonisms" and "policies" of the
two sides continue by violent means; and also
the fact that such wars have no other gain
for the masses but "increase in the death
toll, poverty and destitution, high prices
and homelessness" and the loss of "life and
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property" and integrity of the masses and
their suppression, are matters which are
completely apparent to any reformist bourgeois
or petty-bourgeois who may not even be aqua in-
Led with Marxist theses and terms and if his
humanitarian sentiments have not been shat-
tered by the war he, too, would cry out that
such wars are the continuation of the reac-
tionary policies of both sides and are
generally unjust.

The Marxist application of the thesis
of "war is the continuation of policy by
violent means" in the concrete analysis of
any concrete war requires that firstly we
have carried. out, from the viewpoint of the
fundamental relations of classes, a precise
assessment of the real content and the nature
of that policy which has led to the war.
Peykar mobilises an army of quotations from
Lenin and continuously refers to this or that
statement of Lenin on wars of the epoch of
imperialism and imperialist wars, but it for-
gets that before concretely treating 'imperial-
ist wars, and for a concrete attitude on such
wars, Lenin had initially defined, by pre-
cisely examining the fundamental relations
of classes at this stage in the developement
of capitalism, the real content and the nature
of imperialism's policy. The fundamental
relations of classes in this highest stage
of developement of capitalism are such that,
1) the contradictions between labour and
capital in the advanced capitalist countries
reach utmost acuteness and maturity; 2) in
order to alleviate these contradictions capi-
tal moves to outside the boundaries and in
seeking to obtain a super-prof it which it
cannot extract from the proletariat of its
own country, it draws backward nations to
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the circle of the single system of world
capitalism on the basis of the specific
division of the world into metropolitan and
dominated countries. The policy of imperial-
ism, a policy which stems from these economic
relations, consists of reaction and national
oppression. Reaction towards the workers*
movement and oppression of the dominated
nations whose internal economic relations
become based on the production of imperialist
super-profits. Imperialist war is the con-
tinuation of imperialist policy. And this
change in the _ form of imperialism's policy
into imperialist wars stems from a necessity
which the continuation of the domination of
capital for the expansion of the spheres of
super-profit production - which have been
completely divided among the imperialist
capitals and can only be re-divided - poses
before the whole system of capitalism. Now,
in what desirabilities and in what covers
this necessity imposes and manifests itself
in the consciousness, will, endeavour and
the organisations of the world bourgeoisie,
and which definite groups of the world im-
perialist bourgeoisie it brings face to face
with one another and finally, from the view-
point of its course of events and as it
appears in the eyes of any common petty-
bourgeois, in the continuation of which "poli-
cies", "conflicts", "propaganda" and "anta-
gonisms" of which two groups of imperialist
countries, it finds expression, is a matter
of secondary significance. One who wants to
apply the Leninist method and who does not
want to turn Lenin's words into a cover for
trivialising the Leninist method, must firstly
before dealing with the course of events and
the outbreak of war from the midst of the
conflicts of the regimes, countries and the
ruling classes of the two countries, precisely
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examine the more profound and fundamental
realities concerning the mutual relations of
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, and must,
by defining the real content of the bour-
geoisie's policy, apply the thesis of "war is
the continuation of policy" in the concrete
attitude to any concrete war with respect to
how the antagonisms between the bourgeoisie
and the proletariat have concretely emerged.

Peykar does not understand that to start
from the level of "policies", "conflicts",
"antagonisms" and "propaganda" of the two
countries and the parties in the war, without
having primarily examined the fundamental
relations of the classes and without having
defined the real nature and content of the
bourgeoisie's policy, is wrong, anti-Marxist
and subordination to petty-bourgeois conscious-
ness; and the more it insists that "the
reasons for the outbreak of the war and its
aims must be determined by a concrete analy-
sis of all the past conflicts, between the
parties of the war, which led to the adoption
of a violent form for the advancement of the
same policies" the more it places itself in
the category of those friends of Marxism who,
whenever a thesis in Marxism acquires practi-
cal significance, trivial ise and caricaturize
it.

2- CONFUSION IN UNDERSTANDING IMPERIALIST
RELATIONS .

One cannot examine the crux of Peykar 's
errors in trivialising Marxist method of
concrete analysis of concrete war, without
pointing to the confusion -it displays in its
lack of understanding of imperialist relations,
But since this confusion of Peykar manifests

_ 7 _



itself around the question of political depend
ence - or in the more specific term that
Peykar itself uses, the question of "being
the agent of" - we point out firstly and
briefly the way that this question is posed
in Lenin's theory of imperialism.

Lenin's theory has explained imperialism
above all else as the highest stage of deve-
lopment of capitalism and the epoch of
transformation of capitalism into a world
system, on the basis of the specific division
of the world into metropolitan and dominated
countries and emphasises this point as the
"nature of imperialism" and "its essence".
Imperialism is a system in which firstly
the relations of labour and capital in any
country and within the boundaries of any given
state are produced and reproduced as a part
of the world system of imperialist capitalism
and according to the specific position of each
country in this system. Secondly, the inter-
nal mutual relations of the bourgeoisie in
the whole of this system, and of its different
strata within the boundaries of each country,
which are determined on the basis of the
relations of the whole of this class with
the proletariat, necessarily lead to the
hegemony of monopoly and imperialist bour-
geoisie within this class. The fact of to
what extent the regime or the government of
a dominated country is in complete dependence
or in intermediary forms of political depend-
ence on this or that imperialist association
or state; or in other words, the fact whether
the government of the bourgeoisie in a domin-
ated capitalist country is immediately led
and administered as an "agent" by the direct,
close and dependent representatives of this
or that imperialist state, is a matter which
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is wholly dependent on the level of develop- y/
ment of the struggle of the masses against
imperialism and in particular the class strug-
gle of the whole of the bourgeoisie and the
proletariat, and the resulting outcomes of
this struggle in that definite dominated
country, at any definite historical juncture.
Imperialist capital and imperialist bourgeoi-
sie can also in principle advance their
affairs, under the cover of the most "non-
agent" and, non-dependent regimes, by means
of other levers such as the conclusion of
private treaties with the administrators of
the regime, bribery, corruption and so on. But
the desirable political situation for this
capital - and in the final analysis for the
capital of the domestic market of the dominated
country - is the ever more complete political

dependence and the direct leading of the
regimes of such countries by its direct and
agent representatives. Now let us see how
Peykar deals with this matter.

In that part of the manifesto of Peykar
on the war which is specified under the
title of "the role of the imperialists in
exploiting the Iran-Iraq war must not be
forgotten" , we read

:

"thereactionry regimes of Iran and Iraq,
despite both being parts of the world
system of imperialism and its colonial
system and dependent on imperialism in
different forms, cannot be completely
called as the agent of one imperialism"

Whoever does not know, Peykar knows quite
well that the regime of any country - parti-
cularly when it is referred to with the
adjective of reaction - has no other meaning
but its government or a group of the political
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representatives of the ruling class of thatcountry who are holding the instruments ofstate power. And by explaining "the worldsystem of imperialism and its colonial system"through regimes, Peykar has clearly converted
imperialism into a world system of policies
governments and political powers. By such
theoretical understanding of imperialism -
imperialism, as the system of policies -
Peykar comes up, on the attitude to the
question of war, against the difficulty that"neither of the reactionary regimes of Iranand Iraq ..... is an agent of one imperialism"
(and this is not Peykar 's fault, it is an
injustice that the proletariat and the deve-lopment of its class struggle has brouqht
upon Peykar ). Had each of the "reactionary
regimes of Iran and Iraq" been the "agent ofone imperialism", then Peykar could have
^f^y^PPliSd the theory. of imperialist wars -
with the same understanding of imperialism asthe system of policies - on the realities ofthe Iran-Iraq war and declared loudly: thiswar is the continuation of the same "policies"
contradictions", and "propaganda" of two
imperialist powers and is "unjust"! But if"a rotten and discredited" theory "which isthe winning card of the social -chauvinists"
(Peykar itself quotes) cannot be employed inthe service of explaining the reality, whatshould be done? One must stuff the reality
into the theory and save the theory by what-ever means possible and [thus] release oneselffrom political bankruptcy; and this is thewhole art of Peykar! Peykar writes:

"That American imperialism can exploit thiswar for the benefit of its policy, is amatter of certainty which we have never
doubted. But to the same extent we have
no doubt or ambiguity that the anti-people

Iraqi regime is not the agent of American
imperialism. This war cannot be in the
first instance and with respect to [its]

nature [anything] but the continuation of
the same past policies and contradition
between the Islamic Republic and the Iraqi
Ba'ath regimes, the policy and contradic-
tion, which, both during the treacherous
Shah's regime and the Islamic Republic
regime, have had a clear history and iden-
tity". (Supplement to Peykar 75)

.

Let us see what Peykar defines this policy
and contradiction as. The first phrase in the
last paragraph of the part "the Iran-Iraq war,
has a reactionary nature" is this: "thus the
purpose of the reactionary Ba'ath and Islamic
Republic regimes is, as well as their expan-

sionist intentions ..." or "... since the
establishment of the Islamic Republic regime
in Iran, both regimes have advanced an expan-

sionist policy towards each other's peoples."
(Peykar 74), and also "the aim of the fascist
Iraqi regime in this war, is the realization
of its bourgeois heqemonist and expansionist
wishes, the annexation of Khuzestan to Iraq,
and the control of the Gulf and its Sheikdoms"
(Our Positions, leaflet No. 98). (Emphases
ours)

.

The only meaning that expansionism can
have in this era, is the wresting of the re-
gions of influence, the spheres of production
of imperialist super-profits, by one imperial-
ist capital from the grip of another imperial-
ist state; because, in the epoch of imperial-
ism the division of the world between the
capitalist associations has been completed and
the world can only be re-divided. Peykar puts
aside "the rotten and discredited idea of
imperialism outside the borders which is the

/
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winning card of the social-chauvinists" to
the extent that it places imperialism on thesidelines of war, in the only sense that itunderstands imperialism, i.e., as imperialist
powers which are however outside the borders!

,

"waiting to take a share of the cake for them-selves". It depicts the two dominated count-ries as tiny imperialisms each of which
follows "an expansionist policy towards each
other's peoples" for the purpose of wresting
the spheres of super-profit production fromthe grip of one another! Thus, whilst the pre-vious use-value of the theory of extra-
territorial violence and plunder is preserved,another use-value has also been discovered
for it and Peykar has no fear, if there isno buyer for the previous use-value of thistheory. It will by taking to the market thenewly discovered form of the use-value of theprevious theory, cry out: such a war is ingeneral unjust and its nature is determinedby the same expansioinst policy by which thereactionary war of Iran and the ancient
Assyria was determined!

3- THE ARBITRARY TACTIC OF PEYKAR AND ITS BASES

Having proved the unjustness of the war,Peykar claims that "the tactic of communists
is determined by the nature of the war" andto prove its claim it calls Lenin to witness:
Recognition of this war as connected with
national liberation leads to one line of
socialist tactics; recognition of a war as
imperialist, predatory and aggressive, leadsto another line." And Peykar interprets
Lenin's words thus:

"i.e., our tactic in the unjust war is the
certain and immediate stoppage of war withthe proletariats of other countries and
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the waging of war against [one's] own
bourgeoisie, and our tactic in the just
war is active participation in it. But
if because of the preponderance of the
petty-bourgeoisie in our homeland this
stratum influences the Marxist-Leninist
organisations and makes them to contend
this Leninist tactic, then we shall remind
them of allegiance to principles".
(Peykar 7 5)

We should also like to remind, against
this wave of petty-bourgeois interpretation
of Lenin in "our homeland" , the necessity of
careful consideration to and sincerity in
fquoting) Lenin's words and then [we shall
recall J 'the tactical principles of Lenin.
Lenin has categorically and clearly said
( Peykar i comrade look carefully, Peykar 75,
p. 15, second column, lines 12 & 13 ! ): "a
war as imperialist" and the "war as connected
with national liberation" and not "just" and
"unjust" war! Imperialist war is "unjust",
but not every "unjust" war is imperialist.
A war as connected with national liberation
is " just" , but not every " just" war is a war
which is connected with national liberation.
Such, generalization of specific phenomena is
the first deception in petty-bourgeois and
opportunist theoretical fraudulence. And
then later, Lenin draws up his tactics in
the concrete attitude to any concrete war.
Imperialist war is a war for the maintenance,
preservation and continuation of the domina^
tion of moribund capitalism and is the con-
crete emergence of the antagonism between the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat which has
become exceedingly acute. Leninist tactic of
turning this war into a civil war relies not
upon the "just" or a "unjust" nature of this
war, but wholly on the profound and fundamen-
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tal realities of the mutual relations betweenthe proletariat and the bourgeoisie; and itassesses war as a politico-social situationor conditions which, in view of its resultingobjective conditions, provides the possibilityof the overthrow of the bourgeoisie* Or, ifyou wish, we claim that Lenin's tactic isdeduced not from the war but from the examina-tion of those realities concerning those rela-tions which the war itself is also a result
of. Likewise with a war whose aim is national
liberation. The tactic of participation inthis war is deduced not from the nature ofthe War nor unconditionally but from the rela-tions between the bourgeoisie and the prole-tariat. A proletariat which has not yet pas-sed its stages of development; and which mustparticipate in the war against despotism andnational oppression alongside the democratic
bourgeoisie - while exposing the inconsist-ency of this bourgeoisie, propagandising itsbasic enmity with it, etc. - so that through
participation in this war and in the light of
2244U5 resul^ng from it, it can immediatelystart and organise its class struggle againstthe bourgeoisie .

,

,.

"

One who does not wish to attribute hispoverty of thought to Lenin and conceal itbehind Lenin's words, must firstly considerthe present war not as a generally "unjust"war, but specifically as a war which has bro-
TTf?v,?^ L } in the epoch of imperialism and

of TfiS »^?*C
l
Bte framework of the division

H J, vorld into metropolitan and dominatedcountries* 2) between two dominated capitalistcountries and within the confines of theimperialist relations of the existing imperial-ist divisions. Secondly, and for drawing upa truly proletarian tactic, he must haveexamined before anything else, the more pro-
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lound and fundamental realities concerning the
mutual relations of the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie within these confines of the
existing imperialist divisions, from which
I he war too has resulted, and must,,- have
defined the real content of the bourgeoisie's
policy. What are these realities? The
occurrence of the Iranian revolution. And on
the one hand the loss of the desirable form
Of the political domination of imperialism
over Iran, and thereby the weakening of the
inundations of the political hegemony of
American imperialism over the region; disunity
and dispersion among the ranks of Iranian
bourgeoise, and at another level and because
Of the previous dominant role of this bour-
geoisie in the region , the disunity and
dispersion within the ranks of the bourgeoisie
of the region; the shaking of the instruments
of state power of the Iranian bourgeoisie
and the imposition of the democratic gains of
the Uprising on the present government of this
bourgeoisie. And on the other hand, the rapid
development of the workers' and communist
movements of Iran under the shelter of the
democratic gains of the Uprising; the streng-
thening of workers' and communist organisa-
tions; the presence of the masses of people
in the arena of political struggle; and the
reflection of this revolution in the struggle
of the masses in other countries of the region.
On this basis, the real content of the policy
of the entire bourgeoisie in this particular
region of the existing divisions dominated by
American imperialism, is composed of the
decisive and complete suppression of the
Iranian revolution, the revival of the de-
sirable form of the political domination of
American imperialism, the provision and the
re-consolidation of its complete political
hegemony over the region; and the re-establish-
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The real political situation from the

I'iowpoint of the relations of classes in the
'i csent moment is as follows: 1) In order to
(•-establish the unity of the ranks of the
•"iirgeoisie, the monopoly bourgeoisie under. the
i^gemony of American imperialism is endeavour-
ing to speed up and facilitate the process of
.institution of the Islamic Republic regime

i th* or its transformation to, a government
r its direct representatives, through

I orcible means. The Islamic republic regime
lor maintaining its existence, is more than

i

iver basing its foundations on the chauvinist
'i^ntiments which will be placed in the service
!»f its transformation. 2) The petty-bourgeois
llnmocratic forces and also the opportunists
have placed themselves in the service of the
internal policies of the bourgeoisie and are
being driven behind the liberal -bourgeoisie.

The communist movement is under the domina-
i ion of opportunism. The influence of com-
munism among the workers' movement is little,
mid the backward masses of workers have been
imbued with chauvinist sentiments.

Do we place the proletariat in the
service of the solution of these internal
lisputes, the unification and the strengthen-
ing of the ranks of the bourgeoisie or shall
We be able to utilize these internal disputes
of the bourgeoisie, for the evermore weakening
Of the bourgeoisie and for the greater educa-
tion and organisation of the proletariat? This
is the fundamental guestion which the real
political situation of the present moment
projects before us with full salience; and the
whole petty bourgeois social-chauvinist and
anarcho-pacif ist policies are distinguished
i Com the proletarian internationalist policy
on the basis of the answer that they offer to
1 his question.
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°f foreign invasion can prevent thestrengthening and the consolidation of theranks of the bourgeoisie and lead to thestrengthening and promotion of the struggleof the proletariat. Arm the workers! Thefreedom of political activity must be secured'Censorship must be abolished! Political Pri-soners must be freed! The expenses of warmust be paid off by the capitalists and their^h
e~ ! Capitalists drop your bombs oneach other and not on workers! The hands ofPasdars and Committees* off the private livesof the people! , etc. The presentation ofsuch demands and the attraction of the prac-tically existing workers' forces to themand, on the basis of the realization of these

* Armed guards of the Islamic Republic regime
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•l< wands, participating in the war, will only
Hid only mean that workers have defended their
revolution against the war of the capital istsj
Hid are struggling for gains which they have
achieved in the struggle against the whole of
i lie bourgeoisie, and now the extension and
i he realization of these gains too will be
.wjainst the whole of the bourgeoisie and will
weaken the ranks of the bourgeoisie, even more.

On the other hand, we have correctly
• Intermined the centre of gravity for the edu-
cation and organisation of the proletariat at
I he present moment. War has overshadowed
.ill the other arenas of the struggle and has
Tanned chauvinist sentiments in the backward
working masses. Only by presenting the real
interests of the proletariat in this arena,
by educating the proletarian forces in the
spirit of class struggle against the whole of
I he bourgeoisie, in the struggle for their
real class interests, and by organising the
vanguard proletarian forces in this struggle,
will we be able to both struggle against
bourgeois chauvinism, and [also] extend and
promote the class struggle of the proletariat.

Thus, the defence of the revolution and
the struggle for the extension of its gains,
nan be the only real internationalist tactic
of the Iranian proletariat. It is inter-
nationationalist because, from the objective
aspect, by weakening ever more the ranks of
the bourgeoisie in the region and by preventing
the consolidation of the foundations of the
power of the bourgeoisie, it helps the strug-
gle of the proletariat of not only Irag, but
also of the whole region and consolidates
the struggle of the Iranian proletariat as
the main fortress of revolution in the region.
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tactic is by no means internationalist
t'" 1 it is only internationalist in the manner

i Kievsky (monism in the form of the tactic
""I not in its content)! This tactic is
,nt '"internationalist, both from the objective
1 :poct, since by driving the Iranian proleta-

I Lat to defeat, it leads to the consolidation
<i imperialist force and reactbn in the whole
legion and also, since, it is based on that
!•••! ty-bourgeois policy which stands comple-
tely against proletarian internationalism.

i "I the Iraqi proletariat must not adopt this
policy, since this policy, i.e., populist
Mvisionism, will drive to defeat the Iraqi
proletariat in the struggle for its class

I

I

i ins

!

To await the great act of insurrection,
,md to place it as alternative for the tasks
"i the day and the present moment, the
• •vasion of politics and education of the
proletariat in the spirit of class struggle,
the lack of understanding of the significance
uf the struggle for small gains in the exten-
sion and development of the class struggle
of the proletariat and not seeing the process
Of development of this class struggle to an
insurrection, is nothing else but the most
elementary, the crudest and the most explicit
form of anarchism. And this is what Peykar
has displayed under the cover of the Bolshevik
tactic of "turning the reactionary war into
I civil war". Later on, we shall see how
this anarchism leads to pacifism in practice
hut let us first see from which bases Peykar*

s

tactics have been deduced.

In the part of its manifesto, under the
I itle of "To take up arms, is uprising for the
neizure of mass power", Peykar writes:
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the state, called the people, and in so doing
they turned themselves into a curtain con-
cealing the bourgeoisie . The first step of
Marxism was that it pulled out the bourgeoisie,
as a class that represents these relations,
from under the curtain which the great pro-
tagonists of the court of popular socialism,
had spread over it and elucidated that the
only way for the overthrow of capitalist
relations consists of the revolutionary class
struggle of the proletariat, the development
of this struggle to an uprising against the
whole of the bourgeoisie, the smashing of the
state machinery of the bourgeoisie, the
seizure of political power by the proletariat,
the expropriation of the bourgeoisie and the
establishment of socialism, (the repetition
of these facts is shameful but what should be
done when there are still people in "our home-
land" who by repeating Proudhonist nonesense
under the name of Marx and Lenin turn them-
selves into the curtain concealing the bour-
geoisie . ) .

With the outbreak of war and the re-
appearance of the violent policy of the bour-
geoisie in the political arena of the country,
Peykar, from the Proudhonist idea of "up-
rising against imperialism and the ruling
dependent capitalism in Iran" - the idea
which had manifested itself, during the
short period of the post-uprising liberal
and "compromising" policy of the bourgeoisie,
in vastly "economist" deductions - has now
resorted to a Bakunist deduction. Uprising
against reaction, the overthrow of reaction,
without the slightest idea about the degree
of development of the class struggle of the
proletariat, its class organisation and the
extent of the rallying of the non-proletarian
toiling forces under the communist banner of

:
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defence - since defence is the death of the
uprising. This does not mean that from the
objective point of view an uprising could
only necessarily take place as Cthe product
of the programme, tactics and the conscious
struggle of the proletariat, nor does it
mean that it is only in such a case that
the proletariat would take part in the up-
rising. The February Uprising was an example
of an uprising in which none of the above
preconditions (excluding the third point)
existed , yet communists were demanding the
ever greater participation of the proletariat
in it. But any uprising which starts in such
a lack of the mentioned pre-conditions, is
not considered as the continuation of the
communist struggle of the proletariat , or a
stage of its class struggle against the
bourgeoisie, but it amounts to a political
change which must be regarded as the condi-
tions of the struggle and the participation
or non-participation in it, must be assessed
from the viewpoint of the interests of the
proletariat.

Those who have demarcated with the
"guerrilla policy" in form [only] , without
having been able to divorce themselves from
its theoretical foundation, cannot help
breaching these facts in the proletarian
armed struggle, when the violent forms of
struggle] are posed by any upheaval resulting
rrom the change in the forms of the bour-
geoisie's policies. From the viewpoint of
Peykar which still moves from the position
of petty-producers, the uprising, 1) is the
continuation of the struggle of toilers, or
"workers, peasants and other toilers from an
independent position" against reaction; 2) [is]
when toilers have rallied behind "one of the
most revolutionary and consistent organisa-
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tions"; 3) [is when] the toilers have rid
themselves of illusions towards the reaction,
and the tendency for taking up arms has been
instigated in them; 4) can be a regional act.
And this fourth point is indicative of the
fact that Peykar has not yet detached itself
from the "semi-colonial, semi-feudal" thesis
and cannot believe that Iran has become
capitalist and that in a capitalist country
the revolutionary situation cannot be regional.
Since, firstly the revolutionary crisis in a
capitalist country takes form on the basis ofan economic crisis which has by no means a
regional aspect - such as it happens in a
semi-feudal society on the basis of famineand such factors - and is nationwide. Seconly
it manifests itself in the crisis of a govern-ment which, too, has a nationwide character.And thirdly the workers* movement is set inmotion which also is a nationwide movement.

Peykar is very fond of referring to
Kurdistan, as the regional emergence of a
revolutionary situation. But here, too, it
commits- the very sin of generalizing speci-
fic phenomena, since the present movement ofthe Kurdish people is [firstly] the continua-tion of the democratic revolution of Iran inthis region of the country. Secondly this
movement is a national movement in form . Andfinally since the Kurdish toilers had~~shown
readiness to take up arms in 1967-68, too!

4 " THE INEVITABLE OSCILLATION OF PF.YKAP BETWEENANARCHISM AND PACIFISM :

" ^lWbbN

We have said before that anarchism meanswaiting for the great act of uprising andevading the political tasks of the day andthe present moment and thus leading the
proletariat to capitulation before the bour-geoisie and turning it into a static basis

for the internal politics and developments of
the bourgeoisie. Peykar which issued on
24.9.1980 (supplement to Peykar No. 73) the
tactical decree of "Where the masses are ready,
uprising and mass armed struggle are on the
agenda and in other regions the preparation
for them" . After referring to its source of
tactic, i.e., the "masses", amorphous masses
of human beings which [peykar] does not
define any of the definite historical-class
interests of, in a given time and space,
apart from their desire for liberation from
the yoke of "reaction" and "oppression", it
writes:

"The danger which can threaten us is this
pacifism. If we say that this war is a
war between two reactions and only content
ourselves with handing out grandiloquent
leaflets against the war, it is evident
that in practice we have fallen into paci-
fism and have served our own bourgeoisie
in a differfent way. It is not possible
to publicise among the masses from out-
side, we must be among them, since masses,
unlike intellectuals, learn not from
books, but from their own objective ex-
perience. At the time of war, when the
masses are under bombardment, or are under
the assault of the enemy or are being
brutally massacred, we cannot sit at home
and resort to anti-war propaganda. We
must be besides the masses in all arenas
and show them in practice that this war
is futile and reactionary."

(Supplement to Peykar 75)

Here, Peykar sophist ically confounds a
class question with an organisational matter.
An organisation can be completely active -

as Peykar is, with the admirable number of
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its leaflets, cup-slips, texts, supplements
and newsletters - at the same time as activelydrawing the class to surrender and pacifism
- as the Organisation of Peykar is doing with
its extensive propaganda. Peykar enumerates
quite a few tasks for itself and its suppor-
ters, it encourages them to even go to the
battlefield with the masses, since "masses
learn from objective experience". And to
justify itself, Peykar resorts to history and
the participation of the Bolsheviks in the
9th January*; "Yes comrades, despite saying
to the masses that this war is a reactionary
Yar but since the masses participate
in this war, we too will be at their sides inorder to educate them, whether under bombard-
ment, or in trench, or in shelter,
whether as doctor, or as soldier but ifwe participate in 9th January, we ourselves
do not propagandise for 9th January." Now
let us suppose that a supporter of Peykar is
present in the trench in the tall stature of
soldier of the Islamic regime and fis) be-
sides a worker. "The objective experience"
which is one artillery shell, for instance
detaches the arm of the worker from his body
and the worker, screaming, asks his teacher,
the supporter of Peykar: Mr. communist!- what
are we workers supposed to do in this damned
war? The supporter of Peykar replies: "wor-
kers must not participate in a war which has
no other result but fratricide, destitution
and ruin for the working class and toilers
of both Iran and Iraq and which , on the
contrary, enables the capitalists to achieve

'

9th January 1905, when a demonstration of
St. Petersburg workers marching towards
the Winter Palace was fired at by the
Tsarist troops -Ed.

their anti-people objectives"! (Peykar 76,

reply to the question of what is the task of

workers against the present war?). On one

hand even resorting to history does not save

Peykar since it directly rules against it.

"9th January" was the struggle of Russian
_

workers, though in the backward form of this

struggle. And to compare the present war with

"9th January" is only the sanctif ication of

this war, and which permits Peykar to fight

in the trench of its own bourgeoisie as a

soldier, with the good intention of revealing

for the masses the "futility" and the "reac-

tionary [nature] " of the war and of warning

them against this "futile and reactionary war".

Peykar also resorts to the permissibility of

"tactical defeat" and "swimming against the

current" . But it forgets that every definite

tactic governs a definite aim and if the tac-

tic reaches its aim it becomes victorious,

and if it does not lead to this aim it is

defeated. One who adopts a tactic with the

purpose of not reaching its defined objective,

is only mimicking Hamlet who went to face

defeat beforehand in order to prove the

futility of struggle.

Peykar ' s pacifism is not in the inacti-

vity of the organisation of Peykar for reveal-

ing the "futility" and the "reactionary

fnature] of the war" but in its fully active

attempt to stop the class struggle, in its

evasion of the political tasks of the day for

educating and preparing the proletariat against

the policies of the bourgeoisie, and in its

endeavour to draw the proletariat to surrender

in the face of the assault of the bourgeoisie

in the expectation of the great act of up-

rising and the pleasant day of the masses'

rising. The class meaning of this pacifism, too,

is nothing else but service to the court of

the bourgeoisie.
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